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The READER. 


HE Author of The cata re- 
duke to an ignorant eviler; or, 
| The Blackſmich refured, be gins 
his nb performance with acquainking 


the public, Thar he takes up the pen, not 
Fo much in defence of his abſent friends, 


(one of whom was in Briftol at the time 
of his writing), as of the truth. I muſt 


beg the ſame indulgence of the reader, 


while I dd juftice-ro the character of a 


treated by this as mean, as unequal adver- 
fary, in his pretended Refutation of enthu- 


ſlaſm delineated; which, in my humble o- 


pinion, is a performance, that will be ever 


unanfwered: And I take this, A 


256 


— who has been unhandſomely | 
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an account of the matter, e till very 
lately was never nearer to the BI 


PREFACE. 
of publickly thanking irs honeſt and inge- 


nuous Author, for the eminent ſervice he 


has done Chriſtianity, and the Proteſtant 
cauſe. ' I have had a perfect knowledge of 
him from his infancy, and poſitively affirm, 


that he is in every reſpect exactly the re- 


verſe of what this contemptible ſcribler has 
drawn him. It is ſome what ſtrange, that 
a perſon of the Blackſmith's public cha- 
racter ſhould lie under ſuch a charge, and 
yet his neighbours and acquaintances, who 


ſee him daily, be entirely ignorant of it, 
till this fellow, who knows neither his face: 


nor his name, can furniſh the world vith 


than 50⁰ miles. I who know him very 
well, do in verho ſacerdotis, declare, Ihat 
he is a man who has all the good qualities 
that can meet together, to - recommend 


him. He is poſſeſſed of all tlie parts of 


learning that are valuable in a clergyman, 


in a degree this petulant Reprover is ut- 


terly incapable of poſſeſſing any ſingle one. 

He has joined to a good skill in the chree 

Yue languages, a a great compaſs of the 
belt” 


ee 


a 
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a 
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| PRE FX CE. 
beſt philoſophy; and his writings are © 
proof of his piety. And to all this learn- 
ing, and the good uſe he has made of it, 
is added a temper happy beyond expreſſi- 
on: A ſweet, eaſy, modeſt, inoffenſive, o- 
bliging behaviour adorn all his actions; and 
no paſſion, vanity; inſolence or oſtentation, 
appear, either in what he writes or ſays: 
And yet theſe faults are often incident to 
the beſt men in the freedom of converſa- 
tion, and in writing againſt impertinent 
and unreaſonable adverſaries, eſpecially 
uch as (like this Reprover) ſtrike at the 
foundation of virtue and religion. This 
is the learning, this the temper of the 
Blackſmich, who, becauſe he has made a 
ery laudable attempt to reſcue Chriſtia- 
ity from the power of enthuſiaſm, muſt 
e blackened and defamed ; mult be baſe- 
worried out of the great and clear re- 
Jutation he has all his life- time been poſ- 
fled of, by men who have never read any 
F his wrigings, and if they did could not 
derſtand Wo And he that has ſo ma- 


e. ſhining qualities muſt be inſulted by e- 
e fry worthleſs wretch, as if he had as little 
T learn- | 


& 


PDOBEACE = 
learning and virtue, as the loweſt of they 
that are agaiaſt, even as chis Reprover, 
who by the ſpecimen he has given, che 
world of his learning and good manners e: 
vidently proves him to have been trivon 
conceptus et educatus ftercore. : "1, 
I hus much che love of truth obliges me 
publicly to teſtify in favour of a ande 
ingenuous adveriary, he being a member c 
che eſtabliſhed church in this kingdom, ane 
Jo a NI of the church of Scotland. 
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Að the deſire of; i Fiend: ba aw with me the 
1 force of a command, I ſhall endea vour in the beſt 
manner I am able, to give you'{atisfaQion in relation 
40the-patophlet noi Gnder'conſdgration, inicled; A 
-ſaſotable rebuke to an ignorant reviler; or, Thę 
blackfmith refuted. It is in my dpinion. at. firſt light 
apparent, the difference between the two writers Jies 
pretiſely in this, that the one has clear and juſt-notir 
ons of his ſubject, the other ſeems to be at a loſs hat 
' 4d fay; and betrays the moſt profound iguotrance of 
what he had undertaken to writd upon. A very noble 
and equal match this. The ſacceſs has been as equal 
truthi againſt fabſhood, learning againſt Iguoradiees 
ſame againſt infamy. The Blackſmith had maintained 
That faith, belief, bt the rational aſſent of the mind, 
could id no cal :go beyond the perception of the un- 
defſianding ; ; and that to:beheve'a thing without knows 
| ing what we baͤllere, or without having any certain 
oy | fixed ideas to the terms of the-propoſition aſſented to; 
7 muſt be ĩmpoſhble and: chntradictury. : Now this plain 
pk ly affected thoſe who ſet up for the belief of what they 
\ cannot explain or render intelligible! and who; aſter 
then baveibcens ſo often and 10 ttoſd)y? prefſed*ro iti 
ere not able to ufſſu ny deter u = be their oi? 


* 
* * 


(4 ) 
words, The Reprover very kindly undertakes the cauſe 
of theſe myſterious believers, and gives us an inſtance 
of a propoſition which he underſtands not, and, which 
he at the ſame rime believes, namely, the doctrine of 
the Trinity, who, as he ſays, are three in perſon, and 
but one in eſſence. This, he ſays; he believes upon 
the teſtimony of revelation, | 
The Reprover is wonderfully happy in the clearing 
of difficulties, and if he could have made good what he 
Here has aſſerted, he would have decided this contro- 
verſy at once; and we might all from henceforth have 
agreed, at leaſt in words, whether we meant the ſame 
thing or not. But 1 am afraid, Sir, that the Reprov- 
er's zeal has in this caſe been very prejudicial to his 
memory. Where, I would ask him, does the Holy 
Scripture aſſert this, that they. are three in perſon, 
and but one in eſſence? Others indeed, before him, 
have pretended to draw this as à conſequence, and 
have accordingly. ſet it up as their own inference and 
deduction from ſcripture ; but that it ſhould be ſcrip- 
ture itſelf, or a ſcripture Expreſſion, was never, I ſap- 
poſe, known or heard of till now. If this Reprover 
has found out any ſuch aſſertion, in any hitherto un- 
known copy of manuſcript of the New Teſtament, 1 
hope, he will no longer conceal ſo very material and 
remarkable a diſcorery: or, if he has been favoured 
with a particular revelation from heaven, in relation 
do this matter, he will be kind enough to communicate 

r What 


e == 


1 EE 
what the Lord hath ſpoken to his ſervant : but if, as 


" I am poſitive, he can produce no ſuch evidence, or re- 
ich velation, he, in my humble opinion, has here diſcover» 
of ed ſomething which he had much better have concealed, 
1 One would think that ſelf exiſtence and original exiſt- 

ence, begotten and unbegotten, ſhould be an eſſential 


difference, and that the ſame numerical eſſence cannot 
. be original and unoriginal, ſelf-· exiſtent and derived ; 
8 but this, perhaps, the Reprover will allow to be above 


2 reaſon, and therefore it may be as impoſſible, as if it 
27 were contrary to reaſon. | 
2 The pains which this Reprover and ſuch ſort 'of 
ne 

writers are at to perplex, obſcure, and render unintel- 
80 | bgible the very firſt principles of all religion, concer- 


ning the notion and belief of one God, and the un- 
charitable zeal they diſcover in hereticating all thoſe 
who have too much good ſenſe to fall in with their 
dark inexplicable ſchemes, is what cannot (and indeed 
aught not) to be looked upon without an equal degree 
of horror, indignation, and contempt. | 
The unity of God had been ever thought a prin- 
ciple very plain and intelligible, and obvious enough 
to the common ſenſe of mank ind, till certain refiners 
upon St. Paul and the ſcriptures took it into a ſyſtem 
of ſchool-divinity ; and then the Chriſtian doctrines, 
by the help of Pagan metaphyſics, were thrown all in- 
to darkneſs and confuſion. They found they had a pro- 
firable trade, and gained much in leflening the number 
aan "1 of 
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ſible. This is all that can poſſibly be meant by it 
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of candidates for church preſerments, by turning the 
articles of faith into unintelligible, inexplicable myſte- 
ries, which they themſelves could neither underſtand 
nor explain- In ſhort, he was thought the beſt Chri, 
ſtian, who underſtood the leaſt of his own faith 7 and | 
it came at length to be looked upon as a point of me- 
fit in a man, ſtrenuouſly to maintain, that the Chriſti- 
an revelation is no revelation at all, or that it reveals 
things which cannot poſſibly be revealed, becauſe they 
are incomprehenſible to human underſtandings. 
Of this number i is this ſublime believer, this myſtes 
rious Reprover, who lays down (as I underſtand him) 
an unconteſted principle, namely, That God may re- 
veal ſome things, the nature, reaſons, 6ircumſtances, 
and modes of which cannot be brought daun to 
the level of our” weak underſtandings. He means, 
ſuppoſe, "that! a thing in itfe{ may be reveal · 
ed. as to its truth and exiſtence, though the man- 
ner, reaſons and other circumſtances of the thing are 


not revealed, and ſo ſtill remain à8 to us incomprehen. 


for ſhould it be ſaid, that the modes, reaſons, PLN 
revealed or made Known to üs, and yet that they filß 
remain incomprehenſible or unknown notwith(tanding; 
the revelation, it would be'a contradiction; inctermsy,) 
But here 1 muſt not diffemble a plain truth, which i 18, 
chat this inſolent Reprover immediately contradicts 


himſelf The Buackfmitk bel bfſetted, page 16. That 
8. 


3 
thoſe things that are above reaſon as depending whol- 


1® 

e. Jy upon revelation, muſt, by the revelation, itſelf, be 
d brought down to our underſtandings and capacities, 
iy ſo as to enable us to form ſome clear and conſiſtent no- 
d tions and Ecaceptions about them. Now, in anſwer 
2 to this, the Reprover, page 19. ſays, There are many 
i- things revealed that we cannot form clear and conſiſt- 
8 ent notions of, yet it is far from abſurd in us to gire 
7 our aſſent to them on teſtimony, eſpecially the teſtĩ - 
1 mony of him who cannot be deceived himſelf, or de- 
*  ceive others. A thing in itſelf, as to its truth and ex- 
riſence in general, may be certainly revealed, and made 


clear and intelligible enough where the unrevealed 
manner and other circumſtances of the thing may remain 
ſtill unknown and incomprehenſible: in which caſe ve 
ought to receive and believe the thing ſo far as it is 


revealed, and content ourſelves in being ignorant in 
other matters, where God has not thought fit to in- 


form us. And who ever doubted of this, or once de- 
nied it? And therefore the Reprover's urging it as a 
matter of great conſequence, and as what the Black. 
imith would not grant, is ſomewhat extraordinary, and 
a glaring, inſtance of his Chriſtian tenderneſs, mode- 
tation, and charity. If be cannot find a man, who. 
owning; a thing to be na. from Gad, will yet not 
believe it, becauſe he: cannot underſtand the reaſon. 
or manner of the ching. let him bear the imputation 
Which he vom lays vpn dhe uni. Li art the. 


Ya 


66 9 

leaſt appearance, I will not ſay of Chriſtian charity, 
but even of Pagan juſtice : It being evident to all men, 
that morality is no part of the Reprover's religion. 
Let him prove the thing in diſpute, that there are 
three diſtin intelligent agents in the o God, and I 
Hall receive it; but he muſt know very well that it is 
the thing itſelf, and not the manner of the thing, which 
he affirms, and his adverfary denies, to be a matter of 
divine revelation; and tho? he pretends to throw off 
all his ignorance and inconfiſtency upon the unreavel- 
ed and unknown caufes, reaſons and modes of things, 
yet I hope to demonſtrate, that his ignorance lies in 
his having no notion of the very thing he writes a- 
bout, In order to which, I beg leave to obſerve to 
you, that there is one general contradiction incluſive 
of all particular contradictions, and io which they are 
all reducible, namely, Thar the ſame thing, at the ſame 
time, may be, and not be; or, that the ſame propoſi- 
tion may be true and falſe, at the ſame time. Now, 
could the Reprover get but over this, he might very 
ſafely undertake tranſubſtantiation itſelf. Now this 
complication of all abſurdities, the Reprover with alt 
his myſterious believers aſſume as their firſt principle; 
which they employ as the great engine, to remove al} 
other difficulties, and extricate themſelves from the 
rroubleſome weight whenever they are taken, as is ve- 
ry often the caſe, in affirming and denying the ſame 
ting Their principle i is this, that the fame thing 
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(1 ) 
may be, and not be; or the ſame propoſition may be 
true and falſe; not indeed in the ſame, but in differ- 
ent reſpects. Now, Sir, be but kind enough to grant 
the Reprover this ſingle principle, and I will defy you 
or any man living ever to be able to faſten a contra» 
dition upon him; becauſe it will evidently follow from 
the principle itſelf, that there can be no ſuch thing in 
nature as a contradiction, but every thing is equally 
true and falſe at the ſame time, I think it therefore, 
incumbent upon me to prove, that this diſt inction of 
the ſame and different reſpects is merely imaginary and 
verbal, that the ſame thing, at the ſame time, ſhould 
be true and falſe in any ſenſe at all, either in the ſame 
or in different reſpe&ts. Every man living muſt al- 
low, that every affirmation or negation, in a propoſi- 
tion, aſſerted, or denied, in any one particular deter- 
minate ſenſe, muſt neceſſarily, in that determinate ſenſe, 
be either true or falſe ; and cannot be both or nei- 
ther, for this: plain and obvious reaſon, becauſe in a 
particular determinate ſenſe there can be no variety z 


and there is, and can be no medium between truth 
and falſhood. It is alſo manifeſt, that the thing we af- 


firm or deny, cannot be the ſame thing any longer 
than the terms of the propoſition retain ihe ſame pre · 
cile determinate meaning; for where the complex i- 
deas to which the terms of the propoſition are affixed, 
ſhall be any way altered or varied, either by putting 
in ſome new ens or r by leaving out any of the old, 


| (2) 
though the ſame ſound may be retained, yet the thing 
icſelf, which is hereby affirmed or denied, will by no 
means be the ſame, but quite different things : even as 
different as an egg is from an elephant, or a musket 
bullet from a pike. What is therefore often, if to 
ſerve a particular exigency, called one ſame thing 
in different reſpects, is really, in fact, two very differs 
ent things, one of which may be eaſily true, while at 
the ſame time the other may, is, and neceſſarily muſt 
be, contradictory and falſe. And this, Sir, is really 
the great myſtery of different ſenſes and reſpects, bes 
ing merely a contrivance of ſubtle: diſputants, when 
they are determined to ſhuffle upon you very different 
and perhaps contradictary things, under the ſame ſounds 
as one and the ſame thing. $39! 
I ſhall now apply this method of WL to the 
Reprover's Tri- une ſubſiſtence of the God-head; and | 
ſhew that it expreſly implies an impoſſibility and con- 
tradiction in the abſtract nature and reaſon of things; 
and that if the Reprover will be ſo conſiſtent with him⸗ 
ſelf, as to ſtand to his principles, he mult found his 
hope of ſalvation upon a neceflary-and eternal contra - 
diction, and profeſs himſelf a Mono- tritheiſt. But us 
ling preliminaries, let us come to the argument. 
Io ſay, that there are three things really diſtinct 
qnd different, ſo that the one is not the other; that 
each of theſe three diſtinct and different things ate in 
eh and yet that there ate not three different:things! 
_ Which 


8 . 


1 

which are jbfinite, or three infinites, but only one ia- 
finice; or one ching only that is infinite, this I poſiti re- 
no | 4y affirm, is an expreſs contradiction in the nature, of 
48 things. Thus alſo, to affirm, that there are, three 
cet really dition and difterent ſubject, which are 2 i 
and yet, that 4 are not POR infiake powers, wiſ- 
doms, or intelligences, or three infinitely powerful, 
wiſe and intelligent ſubjects, but only one ſuch is ma- 
nifeſtly contradictory and impoſſible in the nature and 
reaſon of things. For the diſtinctneſs and infinity of 
the ſame ſpecific attributes, muſt neceſſarily be multi- 
plied with their diſtinct infinite ſubjects; and the ne- 
gation of this muſt be eternally a contradiction, while 
the ſame prèciſe meaning is aſſixed to the fame terms, 
And mentally to change the ſenſe of the terms by claps 
ing a different meaning to the ſame ſound, under a pre- 
' tence of the fame'thing in different reſpects, whem at 
the ſame time, it is really two very different things; 
this, I fay, is not to clear a contradiction, but to uſe a 
rillainous piece of artifice, and EM * the _—_ 

and ſenſes of mankind. 27011 
Permit me, Sir, to carry this Sendet Farnblers Te 
is, you know, univerſally allowed by all the Athanaſi- 
ans, that the Father, the Son, and Spirit, arè thres di- 
ſtin& and different ſubjects; and fo far diſtinct, that 
they are each of them indued with really diſtin& and 
d attributes, or properties. They like - 

Bi. C wile 
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Hie affirm, that each of theſe diſtin and different fab: 
jects, is God in the ſtricteſt ſenſe, ' or God abſolutely, 
| ſupreme over all; and yet they maintain, that there is 
but one only fubject that is God alone; that is, ſay 
they, that there are three who are each of them di- 
" ſtitily God, and yet there is but one who is God a. 
lone. Now, Sir, the foregoing doftrine when reduc- 
ed to the form of a propoſition, plainly amounts to 
this, There is but one God : The Father is God, the 
Son is God, the Holy Ghoſt is God; therefore theſe 
three are one God. If the Reprover uſes the word 
God preciſely in the ſame ſenſe as applied to the Fa- 
ther, to the Son, and to the Holy Ghoſt; if he has 
not one diſtinct determinate idea, when he uſes theſe 
different ſounds, as I imagine he cannot, his argument 
muſt ſtand thus: There is but one God. But God is 
God, God is God, and God is God. Therefore God 
is ne God. If he can ſhew that I have miſrepreſent · 
ed him in this way of ſetting forth his argument, and 
that there is due ſingle idea in his account that is. not | | 
in mine, and in the very ſame order; 1 ſay, if he can 
prove this, I doubt not but he will think himſelf oblig- 
ed to do it in 440644 0p of his fo clear and accurate 
reaſoning. 

- Now, though the contradiiin hate be Kondamiy 
evident in itſelf, yet it may be proper to conſider the 
general evaſion by which they endeavour to get off 
mn it; and it is this: * ſay, that the three di- 
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ſtind ſubjects of the perſonal properties are united in 
one common ſubject of the eſſential properties, and ſo 
are one and the fame | in ſubſtance or eſſence, But here 
they labour to get rid of one contradiction, by running 
at leaſt into twenty more; for either this one common 
ſubject of the eſſential attributes, is preciſely and de- 
terminately the very ſelf ſame with the three diſtin& 
ſubjects of the perſonal attributes, or it is not, If they 
affirm that it is, this will be ſaying, That one ſubje& is 
three diſtia& ſubjects, and three diſtin ſubjects but 
one ſubject, without diſtindion or diverſity; and this 
at the ſame time and in the ſame ſenſe: which, I pre- 
ſume, every one mult allow to be an expreſs contra - 
dition. But if i it be ſaid, That the common ſubject of 
the eſſential properties, is not the ſelf-ſame but a di- 
ſtinct ſubject from the three other diſtinct ſubjects of 
the perſonal properties; then ſince alſo the eſlential 
attributes are ſuppoſed to be communicated to the three 
diſtinct ſubjects ot the perſonal attributes, this muſt ne- 
ceſſarily make four diſtinct ſubjects, each of which j is. 
indued with all the eſſential attributes; that is, four 
diſtinct infinitely perfect ſubſtances. It is true, theſe 
infinite ſubſtances will be undividedly and inſeparably 
united to each other mutually, ſince it is impoſſible 
that three infinitely extended ſubſtances ſhould. be di- 
vided or ſeparated with reſpect to ſpace or dimenſion ; 
but then this does not deſtroy the real exiſtence, and 
numerical diſtinctions, of the ſubſtances themſelves. I. 
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to avoid this multiplicity of ſubſtances, it is ſaid, That 
the ſubſtances that ſuſtain the'perſonal attributes, are 
not numerically diſtin, but one aud the ſame with the 
common eſſence ; as this deſtroys all manuer of diſtinc- 
tion betwixt eſſential and perſonal attributes, and fup- 
poſes a perſon to be only a diſtinct mode of ſubſiſtence 
in the one common fubject or fubſtance; which is Sa- 
belliauiſm: So by confounding the diſtinct ſubſects, and 
fuppoſtng them to be numerically one and the ſame, it 
contains a moſt palpable contradiction, and effectually 
overthrows the Reprover” s hypotheſis of a Fri- une 
Subſiſtence. And, indeed, Sir, conſider this ſcheme in 
what light ſoever you pleaſe, you wilt find it replete 
with abſurdities, and mult therefore neceſſarily deſtroy 
itſelf. There is pne evaſion ſtill behind, as the der- 
pier reſort of thoſe, who in this ſcheme are preſſed 
with contradictions; that is, when they cannot get 
themſelves off by any poſlible ſenfe that can de put to 
their own words, they fly to the incomprehenſibility of 
the ſubject, which, as they ſeem to think, gives them 
a right to uſe words without a meaning- And thus, at 
length, they ſtand acquitted in empty ſounds and im- 
: penetrable darkneſs, for who can charge a propofition 
with a contradiftion, which is on all hands owned to be 
unintelligible, and to have no determinate ſenſe or 
meaning at all. | 

And now, Sir, having demonſtrated the impoſſibili- 
ty 0 ſelf-contradiftorineſs of the Reprover's hypo- 

. 


= # _ * 
een N 
1 { 1 88982 N 
* o . OY #25 = . 1 2 28 N 
10 oh . + © J * . 1 
4 - 


130 
theſis of a tri-une ſubſiſtence; let us enquire. what 
muſt be his faith in this great article; you will give 
me leave, Sir, to. retort the accuſation he with ſo'lits 
ile truth and decency urges againſt the Blackſmithy 
upon himſelf ; for in his own words, p. 19. J am per- 
fwaded he has made a raſh attempt to bring the pow- 
er of religion into diſrepute, by taking the ſide of thoſe 
great enemies of the truth, Socinus and his deluded 


followers. If he is not a Socinian, it will be impoſſible 


for any man to ſay what he is; for I ſhall ſhew that 
his verbal orthodoxy differs nothing from real hereſy. 

In order to ſhew how far, and wherein he differs 
from a Socinian, I ſhall conſider in what particulars 


they muſt neceſſarily be agreed, and then leave it to 
the learned Reproyer himſelf to expreſs (if he can) 
the difference, 


He muſt, I fuppoſe, agree with the Socinians in heb 


3 following particulars, 


Firſt, That there has exiſted, from all eternity, by 
an abſolute intrinfic neceſſity of nature, one only ſu- 
preme independent firſt cauſe of all things ; one indi- 
vidual intelligent being of abſolute infinite perfection 
or one God: This is the firft principle of natural re- 
ligion, demonſtrable a priori from the nature and rea- 


ſon of things: and in this, Chriſtians, Jews, and Ma- 
hometans are all agreed. This is the only true noti- 


on that men have, or can have of the Supreme Being. 


* Chriſtianity does not ſet up 2 different object of 
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worſhip, from that which always was the true objed 
of all religious worſhip, and ſupreme adoration to 
mankind under the light and law of nature. What the 
ſcripture. does in this caſe, is, firſt, To reſtore the 
knowledge and worſhip of the one true God, by ſetting 
his being and perfections in a clearer light, and confir- 
ming this account of him by miracles, after the true 
knowledge of God, as revealed by nature, had been 
Joſt, and men, thro' the general depravity of human 
nature, had ſunk into idolatry and polytheiſm. The 
ſcripture reveals alſo to us the true and acceptable man- 
ner of worſhipping the one true God, through the a- 
Jone mediation of his only begotten Son, whom the 
ſcripture requires us to receive and own as the Son of 
God, the one mediator between God and man; and that 
we honour, worſhip, and glorify him in this capacity 
ol mediator, as the perſon appointed by God the fa- 
ther to govern and judge the world But this neither 
ſuppoſes or implies the ſmalleſt alteration or difference 
io the nature, notion, or idea of the one ſupreme be- 
ing, the ſupreme and ultimate object of religious wor- 
{hip and adoration. So that this principle ſtands now, 
as it ſtood before in the nature and reaſon of things; 
and is not altered, but cleared, reſtored, and ſet in a 
ſtronger light. But ſince it has been pretended by 
writers. of the ſame complexion with this ſo very for- 
ward Reprover, that they have a different object of 
TR" from the £ Socinians with whom they can by yg. 
2 means 


. 


means join, with a good conſcience, in the ſame cotu- 
munion ; let this Reprover ſhew that he has any one 
different idea concerning God as the ſupreme obje& of 
worſhip, which a Socinian has not, or for ſhame, let 
him drop this plea, as being ſcandaſbus in himſelf, and 
thoſe who uſe it without the leaſt foundation, aud 
when they have nothing elſe to ſay. L cannot ſce 
where this Reprover differs from the Socinians as ta 
the object of his worſhip- If there can be any differs 
ence, it can be only in the manner of it; in che abſut 
dity of his pretending to worſhip the one God theo 
the mediation of himſelf; and ſuppoſiug the per ſoni 
or intelligent being mediating, to be the ſame with ths 
perſon offended; or that the perſon mediatiug. is:noe 
really a perſon, an intelligent being or agent, bud is 
metaphyſical nature, or abſtract idea only. 1g 
Scͤeccondly, The Reprover muſt, I ſuppoſe, agree with! 
T. the Socinians in denying, that the Father, the Word. 
* and the Holy Ghoſt, are diſtinct intelligent agents on 
(elf. conſcious minds ;. which is what they have always 
declared to be their meaning, when they deny them te 
be three diſtin& per ſous. This is the only Triuity 
which a Socinian denies ; and herein the Reprover v 
J imagine, as much an unitarian, or antitrinitarian, af 5 
any Socinian in the world. And as for any incompres 
henſible differences or diſtinctions in the one iudiidqu- 
al ſupreme being, call them perſonal,” or What you, 
pleaſe, the Socinians never affirmed 0 denied te 
* thing 


n 
1 "ITO 
Nd g — 


5 ( 18 ) V4 
thing about it; It is a well known fact, that che Sos N 
cinians have always declared, that the Father, the 
Word, and the Holy Ghoſt, are but one God; they 
have, I own, commonly ſuppoſed the Word to be the 
eſſential wiſdom, and the Spirit to be the eſſential pow: 
er, or energy of God ; and hereupon they have deni - 
ed them to be diſtinct per ſons, that is, diſtin 1ntelli- 
gent beings or agents. The notion of the generation 
and proceflion of the Son and Holy Ghoſt from eter- 
Bity; or before all time, either by a voluntary or nes 
teflary. act, has been always thought of the laſt im- 
portance to keep up any idea of diſtin& perſons ; and 
therefore this is what the Socinians have always ſtre- 
nuouſſy. denied: and ſince the Reprover has fallen in; 
wich them in their fundamental principle, and hath 
granted them their whole ſcheme, he may perhaps 
Ike them ſo well at laſt as to prevail with thoſe reli- 
gious mountebanles, his ſuperiors, to admit chem into | 
thei? delicious ſociety. it 

Thirdly, The Reprover's hypotheſis of a tri une 

ſabſiſtence in the Deity ſuppoſes that Chriſt's human 
ſoul was not the: Word bimſelf incarnate, or made 
fleſh, but attother intelligent being, diſtinct from the 
Word; - he muſt altow, with the Socinians, that the hu- 


mut perſon, born of the virgin, the true body and 


reaſbnable-ſoul; or the man Chriſt Jeſus, is a diſtin&/! 
intelligent being from the ſupreme God. Nothing cas 
be more trifing and abſurd, than to ſay here, That 
thong 
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ahoogh the natures are diſtinct, yet the perſon ji is the 
* ſame, unleſs the Reprover could ſhew, that diſtinct 


r iatelligent natures maſt not be diſtinR intelligent be- 
f ings, perſons, or agents. But I hope, he will not in 
3 this-place talk of mere logical entities, or of metaphy- 
; kcal abſtract natures and ideas, but of things really and 
8 actually exiſting. without us; and yet this empty found 
- of, words is the only difference he can pretend to keep 
3 wich the Socinians. 
: Io ſay that a hom ſoul is the ſame intelligent bs 
5 ing or agent with the ſupreme God, or that the ſu- 
by . 
1 preme God is the ſame intelligent conſcious perſonal 
ſelf with an human ſoul, is not only blaſphemy, but 
fi the moſt palpable abſurdity and contradiction. I would 
8 not be thought hereby to ſuggeſt that this is what the 


Reprover muſt. mean by the hypoſtatical union as it 
ſtands in the ſcheme of a tri-une ſubſiſtence in the Dei - 
ty, for I have the charity to think he can mean no- 
thing at all by it. But does it not from hence appear, 
bow egregiouſly divines may diſtract and inflame the 
minds of ſincere. and well-meaning. people, by the 
mere magic of words? And as it is poſſible by the 
mechaniſm of ſounds, to teach even a monkey either 


7 1 to fight or to dance, and to expreſs his good or ill lik- 
1 ing at pleaſure: So I am ſorry I muſt ſpeak out 2 
. plain truth, and tell the world, here i is a maſter in I 


rael, a, zealous champion for the orthodoxy of ſounds, 


* Jet, I er. is not able, upon bis oun 
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principles, to ckear himfelf —— he eſtecms the 
viteſt of all deteſtable hereſfies;/ 0000 007 to nr ud 
When he ſhall be able to ſhew, that his 8 
thodoxy di differs in any thing that is intelligible from 
real 'Socinianiſm (himſelf being judge) I ſhall confeſs 
he has ſaid ſomething to the purpoſe, and own he is 
no Socinian, but an orthodox ſcriptural Trinitarians 
All that the 'Socinians ſay, is, that the ſupreme God 
and a human ſoul cannot be the ſame intelligent being, 
agent, or perſon; and therefore, that they cannot, 
with either truth or conſiſtency; be joined rogether 
under one common name, as if they were the ſame I, 
the ſame He, or the ſame intelligent agent or perſon- 
al ſelf. And indeed, Sir, I muſt ſay, that I think: it is 
very hard that men muſt be damned, only becauſe they 
ſpeak common ſenſe, and do not chime in with this 
petulant Reprover's nonſenſe, and renounce the very 
firſt principles of reaſon and religion: It is very well if 
he hall be able to maintain the credit of being fil inthe 
f abe with the ſaints, after he has /ptatoly yielded up the 
capſe. 10 thoſe Thuets' the Sociniatis ; for 1 can ſcarce 
ima BY that all "Hits confidence” will be ſufficient” to 
ſcreen | him from the imputarion 'of hereſy, with pious 
1 onaries of his own fo very delicate complexion, ho 
think their own un detſtandings aud jadgmenrs to be 
the univerſal Ratdard of Chriſtianity, ani ine rule aud 
5 r eierhal fe and dcath. And when otice* 
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* from a Socinian herein, but only in the abſu - | 

dity of calling two intelligent beings one agent, or wa | 
perſons one perſon : they will then, I am afraid, be- 
gin to think that he has carried his regard for his ab- 
ſent friends, as well as his reſentment againſt the Black- 

- ſmith, a little too far, and that he had much better 
been ſilent in this controverſy, unleſs he had been as 
able, as he ſeems willing, to defend the cauſe of big- | 
gotry and enthuſiaſm, againſt the plain dictates of rea- | 

ſon, religion, and common ſenſe, I am, : 
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SIR, 


F 


Your moſt obedient humble ſervant, 


a” 3 
Pl 


G. J. J. B. D. D: O. P. S. M. B. D. J. C. 
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